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Problem- r- : v , 

■ 1 .. ■■■•■• ■■•■ . . > Ms- f -j3 


!There baa. been. another flap in .Washington atiotitV’^V years' before the weapon could be considered reliable, 
whether the loss of two American monitoring stations /'..."And Secretary Brown affirms that the United States 
in Iranwill let the-Russians cheat on the pending arms , V will have ample replacements for the Iran monitors 
control agreement. C.I:Ai Director Stansfield Turner v f long before'the Soviet Union could safely violate SALT. 
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?*.. What the stations in Iran provided was a check on a 
* ' missile’s reports back to base during the early stages 
jpf flight from the main Soviet testing site in Central 
“"Asia. New spy satellites will help to gather such data, 
and more, by 1983. Meanwhile, information is to be col- 
lected by other means. Including improved monitors in 
Turkey and U-2 spy-plane flights. These substitute ar- 
rangements could take a year to complete. \ . ’ 

Senator Glenn of Ohio suggests that ratification of’ 
the treaty be delayed until the substitute monitors are 


. — —o m i ui jucri 

told some Congressmen that it might take until 1984 to 
replace all the lost capacity: Defense Secretary Harold 
Brown then acknowl edged that it would be at least 1983. 

- But he also reported' that enough capacity would be re- 
stored in about a year to verify “adequately” Soviet 
compliance with SALT II. Those who are not grasping 
at reasons to oppose the treaty should be reassured. 

Most of the-" treaty’s limits on strategic weapons 
could be verified by existing satellites, from monitor- ‘ 

ing posts in Turkey and in the Pacific, and by other, se- ' « uc»«j-cu uiui uic suuauiuie. monitors are- 

cret sources. The only portion of the treaty seriously : af-*..;wijin places But this would merely extend the period dur- 
fected by the loss in Iran is the prohibition on develop-! Vf ing which the Soviet Union could test a second new mis- , 
mg more than onenew type of land-based missile. .. -she system without violatinganything; it has at least 

The treaty would not prohibit all mlssile improve-.-v' -four systems in development:Tbe United States plans 
ments. Instead, it would define in great detail' the max- jno tests soon.and so would gain nothing from the delay., 

imum changes permitted in their size, weight, war- ’ " If there is to be a treaty, the sooner it is ratified thet 

heads and other characteristics* Any changfr.beyon<Pi . sponen pertain Soviet^ missile tests become illegal, 
these defined limits would be coniidbcMaajil.^gabcon^ ■f/Eyenif there is theiryaTgap of a few months before the 
version. These are the first qualitative controls in a Iranian facilities are-, replaced, the risks would be 
Soviet-American arms agreement .and they requine-a <r\ slightv-Soviet cheatingywould probably be deterred by 
caoacitv to detect small theiutility of anextra test or two and even more by the 

threat to the whole SALT process that an eventually de- 
• tected violation would pose. . . . 


But even the smallest of the banned alterations , 
would require about 20 flight tests overjt-period of-. 
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